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SUPREME COURT MINUTES

TUESDAY, MAY 23, 2000
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA

S007522 People, Respondent
v.

Daniel Steven Jenkins, Appellant
The time for granting or denying a rehearing in the above cause

is hereby extended to and including August 4, 2000, or the date upon
which a rehearing is either granted or denied, whichever occurs first.

1st Dist. Charles Lee Craft, Petitioner
A091008 v.
Div. 5 Lake County Superior Court, Respondent
S088443 People, Real Party in Interest

Application for stay and petition for review DENIED.

S070271 People, Respondent
v.

Jimmy Dale Lawrence, Appellant
Respondent’s request for judicial notice, filed October 5, 1999, is

denied.

S071728 City of Barstow et al., Respondents
v.

Mojave Water Agency et al., Respondents
Jess Ranch Water Company, Appellant

The request for judicial notice filed December 28, 1998, is
granted.

S075942 Marybeth Armendariz et al., Respondents
v.

Foundation Health Psychcare Services, Inc., Appellant
Respondents’ request for judicial notice, filed May 1, 1999, is

granted.

S033149 People, Respondent
v.

Latwon Weaver, Appellant
On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is

ordered that the appellant is granted to and including July 25, 2000,
to request correction of the record on appeal.  Counsel for appellant
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is ordered to notify the Clerk of the Supreme Court in writing as
soon as the act as to which the Court has granted an extension of
time has been completed.

S082782 Hartwell Corporation et al., Petitioners
v.

Ventura County Superior Court
Kristen Santamaria et al., Real Parties in Interest

On application of petitioners Covina Irrigating Company and
California Domestic Water Company, and good cause appearing, it
is ordered that the time to serve and file petitioners’ reply brief on
the merits is extended to and including June 19, 2000.

S082782 Hartwell Corporation et al., Petitioners
v.

Ventura County Superior Court
Kristen Santamaria et al., Real Parties in Interest

On application of petitioners Mobil Oil Corp, The Valspar
Corporation, and Lockheed-Martin Corporation, and good cause
appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file petitioner’s
reply brief on the merits is extended to and including June 19, 2000.

S082782 Hartwell Corporation et al., Petitioners
v.

Ventura County Superior Court
Kristen Santamaria et al., Real Parties in Interest

On application of real parties in interest Kristin Santamaria et al.,
and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file
real parties in interest’s reply brief on the merits is extended to and
including June 23, 2000.

S080670 Roger Galland et al., Respondents
v.

City of Clovis et al., Appellants
The application of California Association of Realtors for

permission to file an amicus curiae brief in support of respondents is
hereby granted.

An answer thereto may be served and filed by any party within
twenty days of the filing of the brief.
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S085942 People, Appellant
v.

Philip R. King, Respondent
Upon request of respondent for appointment of counsel, Scott

Concklin is hereby appointed to represent appellant on his appeal
now pending in this court.

Respondent’s brief on the merits shall be served and filed on or
before thirty (30) days from the date of this order.

S086681 In re Howard Stephen Levine on Discipline
It is ordered that Howard Stephen Levine, State Bar No.

61881, be suspended from the practice of law for two years, that
execution of suspension be stayed, and that he be placed on
probation for three years subject to the conditions of probation,
including six months actual suspension, recommended by the
Hearing Department of the State Bar Court in its order approving
stipulation executed on February 10, 2000.  If the period of actual
suspension is two years or more, he shall remain suspended until he
has shown proof satisfactory to the State Bar Court of his
rehabilitation, fitness to practice and learning and ability in the
general law pursuant to standard 1.4(c)(ii), Standards for Attorney
Sanctions for Professional Misconduct.  It is further ordered that he
comply with rule 955, California Rules of Court, and that he perform
the acts specified in subdivisions (a) and (c) of that rule within 30
and 40 days, respectively, after the effective date of this order.*
Costs are awarded to the State Bar in accordance with Business and
Professions Code section 6086.10 and payable in accordance with
Business and Professions Code section 6140.7.

*See Business & Professions Code, § 6126, subdivision (c).


